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PREFACE
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the activity of the Court and the work of its 352

T hisAnnual Statistical Report for FY 2002 reviews
State and county employees.

With changes in the demographic characteristics of
Fairfax County and itsincreasing urbanization, changing
family structures, and the impact of a number of other
local, regional, and national trends, the Court and its staff
findsitself dealing with increasingly complex and difficult
case problems. Although thetotal volume of casescoming
to the Court’s attention, with the exception of juvenile
traffic offenses, hasremained rel atively stabl e, the serious
problems these cases present to the Court and its staff

stretch its resources. Grant funding has provided some
additional resources for work with domestic violence,
truancy cases, and with aftercare and intensive supervision
services.

Special appreciation for the writing and production of
thisreportisextended tothe Court’sresearch andysts, Carissa
Pappas and Katherine Williams, and to research assistant,
Tina Casper from the Chief Judge, Charles Maxfield and
Court Directors, Madeline Arter and Jm Dedes.

The Court and itsservices continueto grow and change
asstaff facethefuture. ltseffectivenessisin great measure
a credit to the quality of the dedicated judges, clerks,
and service staff who must balance the need to protect
the community with the need to providefor the protection
and well-being of the youths and families who come
within its jurisdiction.
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JUDGES
4000 Chain Bridge Road * Fairfax, Virginia 22030 » 703-246-3367

Charles J. Maxfield, Chief Judge
Michael J. Valentine, Judge
Jane P. Delbridge, Judge
David S. Schell, Judge
Gayl Branum Carr, Judge
Teena D. Grodner, Judge
Kimberly J. Daniel, Judge

CLERK'S OFFICE
4000 Chain Bridge Road » Fairfax, Virginia 22030 » 703-246-3367

Jennifer W. Flanagan, Clerk of Court
Emelin M. Beach, Chief Deputy Clerk

DEPUTY CLERKS:
Nicole Angelo Andrea O’ Donnell
Blanche F. Bailey Mel Oelze
Petricia Berry Marie Osma
April Colon Shannon Pachas
Jessica Cullen Ramon Palacios
Ann Day Laura Powers
Christine Dumphy Janice Remick
Sue Finch Vivian Rigney
Lyndon Gonzalez Astrid Soletto
Ruth Hill Shacona Spinner
Mary Howard Tiffany Tickle
Judith Lanham Debbie Thomas
Sharon Leasure SheilaTingen
Pauline Lyon Debbie Toland
ClaudiaMalenich Madge Weese
Janice Makely Mary Wimmer
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COURT SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
4000 Chain Bridge Road * Fairfax, Virginia 22030 * 703-246-3343

James S. Dedes, Co-Director Madeline Arter, Co-Director

David Bartee, Financial Analyst
L etha Braesch, Management Analyst
Tom Burger, Technical Support Analyst
Angie Carrera, Coordinator, Volunteer Sponsor Program
Sheila Coffin, Restitution Counselor
Dorene Griffin,* Personnel Specialist
Paula Griffeth, Administrative Assistant, Volunteer Sponsor Program
Maureen Houser, Victim Services Coordinator
Deborah Kamins, Restitution Counselor
Elizabeth Kephart,* Office Service Manager
Kim McCarthy, Director of Administrative Services
Hory Outhuok, Public Information Clerk
John William Outlaw,* Network Telecommunications Analyst
Carissa Pappas, Research Assistant
Catherine Randall,* Account Clerk
Gwen Robinson, Volunteer Coordinator
Sandy Sood, Ph.D., Training Coordinator
George Spack, Director of Court Information Technology
Carol Stankosky, Administrative Assistant
Rae Ann Stein, Records Manager
Mony Thaivalappil, Records Clerk
Praveen Thaivalappil, Records Clerk
Ann Todd, Administrative Assistant
Quan Tran, Accountant
Calvin Williams,* Computer Systems Analyst
Katherine Williams, Ph.D., Research Analyst
Nuria Trigueros-Zepeda, Public Information Clerk

* Human Services Administration assigned to Juvenile Court
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PROBATION SERVICES
4000 Chain Bridge Road » Fairfax, Virginia 22030 » 703-246-3343

James S. Dedes, Director for Probation Services
Bill Goodman, Probation Supervisor x Amber Perrin, Administrative Assistant

NORTH COUNTY SERVICES

1850 Cameron Glen Drive, Suite 400
Reston, Virginia 22090 * 703-481-4014

Rice Lilley, Unit Director
Tracey Chiles, Assistant Director
Carol Benedict, Administrative Assistant
Evelyn Hamilton, Administrative Assistant
LindaHall, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:
Betsy Harris-Layton Joanna Balasco-Russel|
Julie Mayer Melissa Sorensen
Bridgette Peterson Mary Whesatley
Ed Nies AilsaWare

HIGH SCHOOL AREAS SERVED:
* Chantilly » Herndon * Oakton
* South Lakes * Westfields

SOUTH COUNTY SERVICES
8350 Richmond Highway, Suite 119
Alexandria, VA 22309 * 703-704-6004

Roxanne Tigh, Unit Director
Jack Chapman, Assistant Director
Diana Harrison, Administrative Assistant
David Pierce, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:
Dorothy Bock West Johnson
Kenneth Brown Daniel Lanham
Tracey Guard Ray Matthew
Shannon Hanekamp Shireen Plaseied

Tom Jackson
HIGH SCHOOL AREAS SERVED:

* Edison x Hayfield x Lee * Mount Vernon * West Potomac

EAST COUNTY SERVICES
(this office opened 12/01)

2812 Old Lee Highway, Suite 100
Fairfax, Virginia 22030 * 703-204-1016
Dave Rathbun, Unit Director
Vicki Goode, Assistant Director
Geraldine Lee, Administrative Assistant
Denise Straub, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:
Heydi Baptista Khanh Tran
Bill Porter John Wrightson

Ed Ryan

HIGH SCHOOL AREAS SERVED:

* Falls Church x Madison * Langley
* McLean * Marshall * Stuart

CENTER COUNTY SERVICES
10426 Main Street
Fairfax, Virginia 22030 * 703-383-1391

Robert A. Bermingham, Unit Director
Bob Smith, Assistant Director
Joyce White, Administrative Assistant
Lucinda Ross, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:
Lisa Downing Steve Spero
Frank Fonte John Thompson
John King Gene Whitlock
Stephanie Marshall Lori Winter
Lisa Sibenik-Alonso Erlinda Work

HIGH SCHOOL AREAS SERVED:

* Annandale * Centreville x Fairfax * Lake Braddock
* Robinson x West Springfield * W. T. Woodson

SPECIAL SERVICES
4000 Chain Bridge Road * Fairfax, Virginia 22030 » 703-246-2343
James McCarron, Unit Director x Gerald Jackson, Parole Supervisor
Tina Casper, Administrative Assistant * Michelle Grimsley, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:
Nancy Brown, Diagnostic TeanvSpecial Placement Counselor

Christine Butler, Intensive Supervision Program
Carol Coile, Work Training Program Counsel or

Fran Davison, Parole Counselor

Kris Eckard, Parole Counselor

Martha Egtel, Psychol ogical/Special Placements Counseor
Patrice Johnson, Community Service Program
Lashawn Lewis, Community Service Program

Ray Matthew, Intensive Supervision Program
Michell McPhatter, Community Service Program
Maria Price, Community Service Program
Michelle SuLeiman, Parole Counselor

Dwight Smith, Parole Counselor

Chavis Teadl, Intensive Supervision Program
Julian Wiles, Parole Counselor

Stuart Younkin, Intensive Supervision Program
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FAMILY SYSTEMS COUNSELING AND
SUBSTANCE ABUSE ASSESSMENT

4000 Chain Bridge Road
Fairfax, Virginia 22030 * 703-246-2204

Nanette M. Hoback, L.C.SW,, Director
Reen Lyddane, L.P.C. LMFT, Assistant Director
Margaret Reichardt, Administrative Assistant
JoAnn Tershak, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:

Francis Bell, M.S.
Maritzabel Rodriguez-Hill, L.C.SW.
Phyllis Robinson, L.P.C.
Sheila Birnbach (part-time), L.C.SW.
Megan McLaughlin (volunteer)

SUBSTANCE ABUSE ASSESSMENT TEAM:
Lynne Koval, CSAC, CAC
Raelita Guilliams, CSAC
Leslie Malone, CAC

DOMESTIC RELATIONS SERVICES

4000 Chain Bridge Road
Fairfax, Virginia22030 » 703-246-3040

Laura Harris, Unit Director
Jerry Rich, Assistant Director of Intake Services
Frank Sedei, Assistant Director/Adult Probation Services
Paul ette Abbou, Administrative Assistant
Kathryn Scully, Administrative Assistant
Anne Phillips, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:

Fran Blumenkrantz, I ntake Officer
Lisa Bell, Probation Counselor
Linda Bozoky, Intake Officer
Linda Cecca, Intake Officer
Michael Deloach, Probation Counselor*
Lois Duncan, Probation Counselor*
Celia Goldberg, Probation Counselor*
William Montez Gray, |ntake Officer
Lyn Jagger, Custody I nvestigator
Tom Kitsoulis, Probation Counselor
Pilar Leon, Victim Service Counselor
Richard Manley, Probation Counselor
ReginaMorris, Probation Counsel or
Ellis Roby, Probation Counsel or
Rachael Navatta, Custody Investigator (part-time)

*DCJS grant-funded

JUVENILE INTAKE SERVICES

4000 Chain Bridge Road
Fairfax, Virginia 22030 * 703-246-2495

Dennis Fee, Unit Director
Theo Vaughn, Assistant Unit Director
Pam Williams, Administrative Assistant
Chirag Bhavsar, Administrative Assistant
Fanny Burke, Administrative Assistant
Betsey Curilla, Administrative Assistant
Sinitra DeHaven, Administrative Assistant
Debbie Groves, Administrative Assistant
Gwen Korkolis, Administrative Assistant
Julie Smith, Administrative Assistant
Roger West, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:

Libby Burge, Night Intake Counselor (part-time)
Iris Speed Batts, Overnight | ntake Counsel or
Fran Deloatche, Intake Counsel or
Don Devers, Night Intake Counsel or
Craig James, Overnight Intake Counsel or
Kate Freeman, Intake Counselor (part-time)
Pam Harney, Overnight Intake Counselor (part-time)
Nancy Heacock, Intake Counselor (part-time)
Elaine Lassiter, Intake Counselor (part-time)
John Miller, Hearing Officer
Paula Palmer-King, Overnight Intake Counselor
Amy Sommer, Intake Counselor
Ann Stanford, Weekend Intake Counselor
DedraVignola, Intake Counselor
Elizabeth Wood, Intake Counselor
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R ESIDENTIAL SERVICES
4000 Chain Bridge Road * Fairfax, VA 22030 * 703-246-3416

Madeline Arter, Director for Residential Services
Evelyn Oliver, Administrative Assistant

GIRLS PROBATION HOUSE
12720 Lee Highway = Fairfax, Virginia 22030
703-830-2930
Mary Brantley, Director

Myrna Brown-Wiant, Assistant Director
Phyllis Hale, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:
Ron Barr Michelle Keegan
Francis Bell Katherine Miracle
Lauren Cassel Greg White
Ana Conrad SandraWhitacre, Cook

Michelle Harmon

BOYS PROBATION HOUSE

4410 Shirley Gate Road * Fairfax, Virginia 22030
703-591-0171

Lorraine Peck, Program Director
Mitchell Ryan, Assistant Director
Wardlee Liberti, Administrative Assistant
Marlon Murphy, Program Coordinator (TLP)
Sher Singh, Cook

THERAPEUTIC UNIT:

Lynn Baird Duane Miller
Michelle Beaudry Karen Roberts
Lauren Cassel Romeo Ruddock
Joe Himmelberg (overnight)
Jeff Hurlich Matt Thompson
Eric Jay (overnight)

TRANSITIONAL LIVING PROGRAM:
Tom Hastings Georgina Thompson
Greg Harper

FAMILY COUNSELORS:
TeresaAthing Kim Scarborough-Sykes

Vi

SUPERVISED RELEASE SERVICES

4000 Chain Bridge Road * Fairfax, Virginia 22030
703-246-2200

Scott Warner, Supervisor
Millie Hamilton, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:
George Ashley Marion Mills
Adrianne Broitman Julius Reynolds
Joseph Diseati Susan Schiffer
Ledie Gamara Bill Willis
Frank Gorey Heather Zeitner
Motisola Inge

LESS SECURE SHELTER

10650 Page Avenue * Fairfax, Virginia 22030
703-246-2900

Peter Roussos, Program Director
Ivy Tillman, Assistant Director
LaVerne Hovley, Administrative Assistant
Cynthia Lucas, Administrative Assistant

COUNSELORS:
Dorothy Kress-Bullock Tom Petruzzi
Timothy Korab Katrina Smith
Michelle McPhatter Allison Taylor
Michael McNulty Henley Thomas
Michael Miracle DeRon Vinson
Graham Perkovich
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JUVENILE DETENTION CENTER
10650 Page Avenue * Fairfax, Virginia 22030 x 703-246-2844

George Corbin, Superintendent

Karen Bisset, George Corbin, and David Grabauskas, Assistant Superintendents

Selvin Alvarez, Outreach Worker |1
Dake Amenyah, Outreach \orker |1
Brian Anderson, Outreach Worker 11
Raymond Anderson, Probation
Counselor 11
Jamaine Arvin, Probation Counselor |
Robin Baker, Outreach Worker |1
Patricia Beamer, Cook
Steven Berger, Outreach Worker |1
Bruce Berry, Probation Counselor |
Meghann Bortel, Outreach Worker 11
John Brown, Operations Manager
Gabriel Caldera, Administrative
Assistant |11
Scott Carter, Probation Counselor |
David Chambers, Outreach Worker |1
Denise Clark, Outreach Worker |1
Timothy Clark, Probation Counselor |
Andrea Curry, Food Service Supervisor
Jessica Curtis, Probation Counselor |
Rommel Custode, Maintenance
Trade Helper 11
Chaneta D’ Angelo, Outreach Worker |
Rodney Douglas, Probation Counselor |
Lori Downing, Outreach Worker 11
Beckha Drake, Outreach Worker 11
Troy Evans, Probation Counselor |
Crystal Farris, Outreach Worker |1
Anthony Fegans, Outreach Worker 11
Timothy Ferrell, Operations Manager
Erin Finnerty, Outreach Worker 11
Carl Fogle, Shift Administrator
Jeffrey Freeman, Outreach Worker 11
Harry Fulwiler, Post Dispositional
Coordinator
Stephen Garland, Outreach Worker 11
Freddie Gaskins, Assistant Operations
Manager
Brian Gerber, Outreach Worker 11
James Gestrich, Overnight Supervisor
John Gore, Probation Counsdlor |
David Groce, Assistant Operations
Manager
Eric Gustafson, Outreach Worker 11

Tariq Hall, Outreach Worker 11
Aaron Hamlett, Outreach Worker 11
Chris Hardmon, Probation Counselor |
Timothy Hardy, Outreach Worker 11
Daud Harris, Outreach Worker 11
Charles Harrison, Outreach Worker 11
James Harrison, Shift Administrator
Howard Harvey, Probation Counselor |
Leighton Henry, Outreach Worker |1
Kevin Herman, Probation Counselor |
Anthony Heyward, Outreach Worker |1
Yvonne Hines, Cook
Mike Holder, Building Supervisor
Henry Houston, Outreach Worker 11
Jason Houtz, Operations Manager
Aaron Hughes, Outreach Worker 11
Darrius Hunter, Outreach Worker |1
Bobby Huntley, Operations Manager
Charles Hutson, Outreach Worker 1
Motisola Inge, Probation Counselor |
Jm Jindra, Probation Counselor |
Brian Jones, Outreach Worker |1
Donald Jones, Probation Counsdlor |
Kendall Jones, Outreach Worker |1
Mark Jones, Transportation Supervisor
Raobert Joumas, Probation Counsdlor |
LindaKerns, Administrative Assistant |11
Raobert Kim, Cook
Erick King, Probation Counselor |
Elaine Lassiter, Child Services
Coordinator
Randy Lassiter, Operations Manager
Nicolas Ledon, Outreach Worker 11
Adam Leibman, Outreach Worker |1
Laurie Ligon, Outreach Worker 11
Steve Logan, Probation Counselor |
Stacy McCall, Outreach Worker |1
Greg McKnight, Probation Counselor |
Thomas McL achlan, Food Service
Soecialist
Jai-Ahmal Mitchell, Outreach Worker 11
George Morita, Probation Counselor |
Christopher Moskal, Outreach Worker 11
Patricia Motley, Outreach Worker 1
Edith Murray, Probation Counselor |1

Vii

Rana Natour, Administrative Assistant 111

Hally Nguyen, Laundress

Annessa N’ Kere, Outreach Worker |1

Bennie Oliver, Outreach Worker 11

Hilton Patrick, Probation Counselor |

James Pawlak, Assistant Operations
Manager

John Plews, Probation Counselor |

Barbara Quach, Cook

Lisa Prater, Outreach Worker |1

Bob Rankin, Operations Manager

Anthony Reed, Outreach Worker 11

Cathleen Robertson, Nurse

Joy Roby, Post-D Aftercare Counselor

Janet Sakraida, Nurse

Allieu Sanu, Cook

Jeanette Saucier, Cook

Christina Sharpe, Outreach Worker 11

David Shreve, Probation Counselor |

Robert Simpson, Outreach Worker |1

Jack Sorto, Outreach Worker 11

Sharon Spates-Miller, Probation
Counsdlor |

Enio Tapia, Assistant Operations
Manager

Moe Thu, Cook

Randy Tisdale, Outreach Worker 11

Wyatt Trumbo, Probation Counselor |

Reginald Tucker, Probation Counselor |

Annette Twyman, Probation Counselor |

Jimmy Vasquez, Outreach Worker 11

Sherry Vaughan, Probation Counselor |

Ignacio Villas, Outreach Worker |1

Brad Watson, Probation Counselor |

Mal colm Watts, Outreach Worker |1

Leo White, Probation Counselor |

Sherman White, Outreach Worker |1

Mike Wiener, Operations Manager

Larry Wiley, Assistant Operations
Manager

Dwayne Williams, Outreach Worker |1

SonyaWilliams, Probation Counselor |

Ricky Wilson, Outreach Worker 11

Eric Woods, Outreach Worker 11
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LIBBY BURGE transferred to the Juvenile Court from the
police department in July 1888. She worked as a Night
Intake Counselor until her retirement in January 2002.

BARBARA DAYMUDE began her career with the Court
in 1974. She retired as the Clerk of the Court in February
2001 after 27 years of service.

JOSEPH FEDELI began his 26 year career with the Court in
May 1975 as the Director of Girls Probation House. Joe
became the Director of Residential Servicesin 1995. Along
with Jim Dedes, Joe co-directed the Juvenile Court until his
retirement in February 2001.

JERRY JACKSON began his 28 year career with the county
in October 1974 as a probation officer in the Center County
Probation Unit. He transferred to Specia Servicesin 1998.

L ¥ :“
DAYMUDE

FEDELI

282

JACKSON

Jerry ended his career with the Court on August 19, 2002 as
the Parole Supervisor in Special Services. Jerry continuesto
help childrenin hisnew position as a Guidance Counselor at
West Springfield High School.

DWICGHT SMITH cameto the Court after retiring fromthe
Maryland Department of Juvenile Justice as a probation
supervisor. He began his employment in Fairfax as a relief
probation counselor with South County. Dwight transferred
to a full-time position with Special Services as a parole
counselor in October 1996. Dwight retired from this position
inApril 2002. Sadly, Dwight lost his battle with cancer later
that same year.

MARILYN WEEKS came to the Court in 1964. After 37
years of dedicated service, she retired as the Chief Deputy
Clerk in April of 2001.

SMITH WEEKS
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JUVENILE COURT
CITIZENS ADVISORY COUNCIL MEMBERS

Janet Muldoon, Braddock District, Chair

HunNTteR ML DISTRICT

MT. VERNON DISTRICT

PROVIDENCE DISTRICT

PatriciaH. Brandon Frederick M. Joyce Keil Green
Bryon Wong
Criry OF FARFAX Lee DisTRICT SPRINGFELD DISTRICT
George Ashley Jenna Mehnert Judith Isom, Vice Chair
John J. Harold Cindy Joy-Rogers

DRANESVILLE DISTRICT

MasoN DistrICT

SuLLy DisTRICT

Elizabeth Ramage Deborah Foreman Caroline Kerns
AT-LARGE COURT APPOINTEE HONORARY
Doreen Williams Corrine Lockett, Vice Chair Helen Hester

Joseph Beale
Alene Grabauskas
Tom Harrington
Andrew Kersey
Marsha Kiser

viii
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I. GENERAL OVERVIEW
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District Court is responsible for adjudicating

juvenile matters, offenses committed by adults
against juveniles, and family matters except divorce. The
Court offers comprehensive services for delinquent
youngsters under the legal age of 18 who live in Fairfax
County, the City of Fairfax, and the towns of Herndon,
Vienna, and Clifton. In addition, the Court provides services
to adults in these jurisdictions who are experiencing
domestic and/or familial difficultiesthat are amenable to
unofficial arbitration, counseling, or legal intervention.
The Court also provides servicesrequired in adult criminal
complaints for offenses committed against juveniles
unrelated to them.

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

Prior to 1956, al juvenile and domestic relations
cases were heard by a County Court judge and all
probation and investigation functions were handled by
the County’s Department of Public Welfare. In 1956, the
County Board of Supervisors established a separate
probation office for the Court with a Chief Probation
Officer, three probation officers and two clerical staff.
Court was in session one day a week with the Judge of
the County Court presiding. In 1962, the Court expanded
hearings to three days a week, with each County Court
judge sitting for one day. In 1965, the first full-time
Juvenile Court Judge was appointed and court met daily.
By FY 1981, five full-time judges were hearing cases.
In FY 1993, a sixth judge was approved by the state,
and in FY 1994, a seventh judge was approved.

T he Fairfax County Juvenileand Domestic Relations

A major changein the Court’s organization resulted
from the Court Reorganization Act of 1973. Asof July 1974,
all judgesand thoseclerical personnel who performed jobs
directly related to judicial rather than probation functions
became state employees and the responsibility of the
Executive Secretary of the Supreme Court. A separate
Clerk of the Juvenile and Domestic Relations District
Court was appointed in the fall of 1974. This position is
responsiblefor supervising al state clerks. Court recorders
became state employeesin 1980. Court servicesremained
alocal responsibility. The Court Services Unit is one of
three local court service unitsin the state.

County-funded Court staff were reorganized in FY
1980. Threedivisionswere established: Probation Services,

Residential Services, and Administrative Services. The
Probation Services Division has four juvenile probation
officesthroughout the County. The Division also includes
separate juvenile and domestic relations intake offices
as well as a specia services and a family counseling
unit located in the courthouse. The Residential Services
Division overseesthe Juvenile Detention Center, the Less
Secure Shelter, the Girls and Boys Probation Houses,
and Supervised Release Services. Figure 1 shows the
FY 2002 organizational chart for the Court.

The development of special programs to augment
traditional probation services has been particularly
important to the Court’s development. Specialized
programsincludethe Informal Hearing Officer Program,
Community Services, Family Counseling, Diagnostic
Team, theVVolunteer Learning Program, School Probation
Officer Program, Traffic School, the MaximizeAttendance
Program, the L ess Secure Shelter, the Juvenile Detention
Center, Supervised Release Services, two Probation
Houses, and five aternative schools. Severa of these
programswereinitially funded through Federal and state
grant funds and were subsequently funded by the County.

Thetrend in Court and probation services clearly has
been to provide a graduated sanctions continuum that
delivers arange of correctional and treatment programs
to its offender populations. It isanticipated that thistrend
will continue, with the Court significantly focusing in the
coming yearson strategic planning and on research to help
determinewhich servicesaremost appropriate for specific
offenders.

BUDGET AND PERSONNEL

In FY 2002, expenditures for the Court Service Unit
totaled $16,853,955, a4.8% increasefrom theyear before.
Personnel costs accounted for 85% of expenditureswith
operating costs making up the remaining 15% (Figure
2). During this fiscal year, the Court operated with 352
staff year equivalents. This total included 7 judges and
35 state clerks supported from state funds and 310 local
Court Service Unit staff. An additional 20.5 positions
were supported by grant and Title I V-E funds during FY
2002. The Court generated $10,618,355 in non-County
revenue in FY 2002. The majority of these funds
represent state reimbursement for the operation of
residential facilities.



FIGURE 2

COMPLAINTS, BUDGET AND PERSONNEL
FAIRFAX COUNTY JUVENILE AND

DOMESTIC RELATIONS DISTRICT COURT
FY 1999-FY 2002

FY02
NO. %*
20,896 -33.3
12,320 -42.9
8576 -12.4
$17,295035 7.6
$16,853944 438
14,369,624 56
2,447,737 0.1
36583 734

$10,618,355** 48.7

144,765 2.0
1,551,459 0.6
8,605,010** 67.8

140,096 -14.0

177,025 7.4

352.0 0.0

7.0 0.0

35.0 0.0
310.0 0.0
259.0 0.0
51.0 0.0

85 417
$671,784 774
12.0 0.0
$814,344 —

FY99 FYO0O FYO1

NO. %* | NO. %* NO. %*
COMPLAINTS 31,847 7.0 30,968 -2.8 31,346* 12
Juvenile 22,304 7.1 22,803 2.2 21,560 -5.5
Adult 9,543 7.0 8,165 -14.4 9,786 19.9
APPROVED FISCAL PLAN | $13,423,699 3.2 | $14,306,470 6.6 | $16,069,265 12.3
ACTUAL EXPENDITURES $13,547,657 9.1 | $14,547,751 7.4 | $16,078,096 10.5
Personal Services 11,341,309 12.5 12,240,790 7.9 13,612,426 11.2
Operating Expenses 2,093,157 -5.6 2,258,540 7.9 2,444,578 8.2
Capital Equipment 113,191 -5.6 48,421 -57.2 21,092 -56.4
ACTUAL NON-COUNTY $6,540,636 315 $7,289,143 11.4 $7,138,395 2.1
REVENUE
Federal — USDA 129,733 15.4 131,573 14 141,951 7.9
State — DJJ Reimbursement/V JCCCA 1,365,221 31 1,459,737 6.9 1,541,921 5.6
State— Residential 4,712,540 53.8 5,348,984 135 5,126,783 -4.2
Local Fines/Penalties 145,228 -0.5 156,244 7.6 162,891 4.3
Agency — User Fees 187,914 58.8 192,605 25 164,849 -14.4
STAFFING LEVELS 336.0 7.5 344.0 24 352.0 2.3
(staff year equivalents)
State Positions — Judges 7.0 0.0 7.0 0.0 7.0 0.0
State Positions — Clerk Staff 35.0 34.6 35.0 0.0 35.0 0.0
LOCAL CSU POSITIONS 294.0 0.3 302.0 2.7 310.0 2.6
Professional Staff 249.0 2.9 249.0 0.0 259.0 4.0
Support Staff 450 -15.1 53.0 17.8 51.0 -3.8
GRANT POSITIONS 6.0 1.0 6.0 0.0 6.0 0.0
Grant Awards $254,286 52.6 $412, 903 62.4 $378,654 -8.3
TITLE IV-E POSITIONS — — — — — —
Title IV-E Award — — — — — —

* The datafor FY 2001 is based on new cases on the docket from the State Supreme Court.

** The Court received reimbursement funding in FY 2002 from the State for construction of the Juvenile Detention Center.




FIGURE 3

STATISTICAL TRENDS

FY 1983-FY 2002
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1983 651,000 82,100 5,260 .064 3,731 .006
1984 660,500 81,100 5,227 .064 3,764 .006
1985 689,100 80,970 5,207 .064 4,675 .007
1986 699,900 81,830 5,800 .071 4,330 .006
1987 715,900 81,452 5,333 .066 4,260 .006
1988 739,200 78,882 5,805 .074 4,776 .006
1989 785,000 78,351 5,903 .075 4,573 .006
1990 832,346 77,580 6,010 077 4,633 .006
1991 843,995 74,902 6,714 .090 5,262 .006
1992 862,700 78,754 7,569 .096 5,617 .007
1993 871,500 79,818 7,423 .093 6,490 .007
1994 885,900 81,298 8,209 .100 6,391 .007
1995 899,500 81,512 7,647 .094 6,643 .007
1996 911,700 82,764 8,254 .100 7,126 .007
1997 933,700 84,038 8,497 101 5,425 .006
1998 948,800 93,766 7,567 .080 6,399 .007
1999 980,300 95,876 6,442 .067 6,728 .006
2000 991,249 100,780 6,417 .063 6,182 .006
2001 1,020,071 101,371 8,021* .079 9,786* .010
2002 1,037,333 101,473 5,744 .057 8,576* .009
* New cases are based on the Supreme Court Case Management System (CMS) Reports.
a. Includes Fairfax City. Source: Fairfax County Department of System Management for Human Services.
b. September public school membership, grades 5-12, including special education. Source: Fairfax County Public Schools.
¢. Juvenile complaints excluding traffic, custody, rules, capiases, reviews, attorney appointments, pre-trial motions, record inspection
requests, seeing intake counselors for information, and leaving without seeing intake counselor.
d. Adult complaints excluding rules, capiases, reviews, attorney appointments, pre-trial motions, seeing intake counselors for
information, and leaving without seeing intake counselor.




FIGURE 4

DOCKETED COUF Al
FY 1983-FY 2002
FISCAL COURT NON-TRAFFIC DAILY TRAFFIC DAILY TOTAL DAILY
YEAR DAYS TRANSACTIONS AVERAGE TRANSACTIONS AVERAGE TRANSACTIONS AVERAGE
1983 243 22,377 92.1 9,591 395 31,968 131.6
1984 235 23,059 98.1 8,718 371 31,777 135.2
1985 235 24,609 104.7 9,460 40.3 34,069 145.0
1986 240 25,801 107.5 10,338 43.1 36,139 150.6
1987 239 24,172 101.1 13,205 55.3 37,377 156.4
1988 240 24,619 102.6 13,907 57.9 38,526 160.5
1989 239 25,205 105.5 13,705 57.3 38,910 162.8
1990 240 26,004 108.4 11,307 47.1 37,311 1555
1991 248 28,539 1151 11,151 45.0 39,690 160.0
1992 246 32,567 132.4 10,656 43.3 43,223 175.7
1993 229 35,953 145.0 8,852 35.7 44,805 180.7
1994 245 38,573 157.4 8,394 34.3 46,967 191.7
1995 247 43,251 175.1 8,888 36.0 52,139 2111
1996 244 39,116 160.3 8,141 334 47,257 193.7
1997 245 41,813 170.7 8,663 354 50,476 206.0
1998 247 45,974 186.1 8,360 338 54,334 220.0
1999 246 49,838 202.6 8,347 339 58,185 236.5
2000 248 52,249 210.7 8,760 353 61,009 246.0
2001 248 51,823 209.0 9,713 39.2 61,536 248.1
2002 248 51,228 206.6 9,195 371 60,423 243.6
Note: The State Supreme Court Uniform Docketing System was begun in 1976 and hearings began to be counted uniformly throughout Virginia
Each complaint heard is counted as one hearing. Therefore, if five complaints are heard at one time, the Uniform Docketing System counts
them as five hearings.




II. AGENCY MISSION
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FIGURE 5

VISION, MISSION AND VALUES STATEMEN

VISION

To be aleader among the nation’s juvenile and domestic relations courts, improving the lives of the
youth, adults, and familieswe work with, enhancing public safety, in partnership with our community.

MISSION
To provide efficient and effective probation and residential serviceswhich promote positive behavior
change for those children and adults who come within the Court’s authority consistent with the well-
being of the client, his’her family, and the protection of the community.

VALUES

*  We believe that we must conduct ourselves responsibly in order to demonstrate professionalism
in dealing with each other and the community. We will hold ourselves accountable for our actions
and for the expectations of the agency.

*  Weunderstand thetrust placed in usby the public and our colleaguesis essential for the performance
of our duties. We are committed to honest, lawful and ethical behavior.

* We are committed to continuous education and training that enhances professional devel opment.
We believe a broad base of current knowledge will help meet our clients' needs and promote
implementation of the highest quality services for the community.

*  Webelieve healthy relationshipswith colleagues and clients are critical for successful performance.
We are dedicated to building well-functioning, empowering relationships.

* We believe effective, open communication is essential to the cohesiveness and performance of
our organization. We strive to promote clear and accurate exchange of information, while seeking
out and valuing the opinions of others. We al so recogni ze the need to maintain the confidentiality
of our clients.

* We strive to be fair and objective in al of our interactions. We seek to deliver the appropriate
balance between the rehabilitative and authoritative functions of the agency.

* We recognize that clients are often under stress when utilizing our services. We endeavor to
perform our work with compassion and understanding.

* We respect the diversity, values and opinions of our partners and the community we serve. We
will do our utmost to ensure that our services respond to the diversity of our community and are
delivered in an equitable and professional manner.




[11. JUVENILE CASE PROCESSING

*x Kk ok Kk ok Kk Kk Kk K

uvenile cases that progress through the entire juvenile system undergo the
following sequence of processing stages, as represented schematically in the
simplified case flow given in Figure 6: intake, adjudication, social investigation,
isposition, court supervision, commitment, and after-care supervision. Cases do
not necessarily go through all stages.

FIGURE 6
QA%
Parents
Police
Citizens petition COURT FOR referral
Schools —>»| |INTAKE IH—> DETERMINATION |—» SOCIAL —
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« Referral to Another « Dismiss/Nolle Prosequi + Completed by Probation
Agency « Fine/Restitution/Costs Staff through contact
» Determination of No « Community Services with:
Jurisdiction Project * Juvenile
* Informal Hearing « Other Dispositions * Family
Officer * + Schools
« Informal Counseling « Others
\ /
) DEPARTMENT
COURT FOR FINAL > COMMUNITY commitment OF |
DISPOSITION OF CASE SUPERVISION JUVENILE
JUSTICE

'

« Fine/Restitution
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« Community Programs

v
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Correctional Centers
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« Referral to Specia Programs
* Reporting Back to Department of Juvenile Justice
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INTAKE

Juvenilesthought to have committed offenseswhich
are under the purview of the Juvenile Court are brought
into the judicial system either by a police officer
witnessing or responding to an alleged criminal offense,
or by citizens, families, or other agencies.

When the police are called to the scene of an offense
alleged to have been committed by ajuvenile, the police
officer verifiesthat an offense has occurred and completes
aninvestigativereport. If the suspected violator hasbeen
apprehended during Court hours, the police officer may

bring the juvenile to the Intake section at either the
courthouse, the North or South County Services offices,
or the East County office. If the police do not wish to
detain the juvenile, they may send the child home and
come to Intake to file a petition. A parent or other adult
bringing a complaint against a juvenile aso files the
complaint at one of these offices.

Figure 7 shows the sources of juvenile non-traffic
complaints in FY 2002. The trends in sources and
complaints for the past five years are given in Figure 8.

FIGURE 7

SOURCES OF JUVENILE

NON-TRAFFIC COMPLAINTS, FY 2002
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Although they accounted for 30.3% of the juvenile
non-traffic complaints during FY 2002, the police were
responsible for 93.6% of all complaints alleging drug
offenses, 66.5% of all complaintsalleging crimesagainst
persons, 70.2% of all complaints alleging property

offenses, and 81.0% of all complaints alleging crimes
against the public peace. Immediate family members
brought 68.2% of all complaints involving custody
issues.

FIGURE 8
UV LI
COMPLAINTS, FISCAL YEARS 1

FY 1995 FY 1996 FY 1997 FY 1998 FY 2000 FY 2002
SOURCE %o %o %o % %o %o
Police 26.0 27.7 32.5 36.5 321 30.3
Immediate Family 25.0 25.6 24.6 26.4 36.1 35.3
DHD 5.6 5.8 6.1 6.8 0.0 0.0
Probation Counselors 7.1 7.0 6.7 6.4 4 105
Private Business/Store Security 4.1 B15 4.3 3B 3.7 3.0
Citizens 2.8 2.6 2.8 2.8 2.0 115
Other Relative 4.1 3.8 34 4.1 4.4 0.0
School 2.2 15 19 15 24 3.4
Other Juvenile Court 14 12 1.2 15 1.2 -5
Other Public Agency 7 3 5 3 7.8 4.3
Self 1.6 13 A 3 A 5
Other/Not Recorded 19.3 19.7 15.9 9.9 9.8 .8
TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
* The data for Source of Complaint for FY 1999 and 2001 was unavailable due to changes in the court’s data system.

After acomplaint hasbeen filed with anintakeclerk,
each complainant isinterviewed by an intake counsel or.
Intake counsel orsreview casesto determine whether the
Court hasjurisdiction and the charge meetsVirginiaCode
requirementsfor the offense. The I ntake Officer may not
refuse petitions that allege:

@

controversy over achild’s custody, visitation
or support;

(b)
(©

aviolation of the support laws;

theright of either achild or his parentsto
treatment or services required by law; or

(d)

family abuse has occurred and a protective
order has been sought.

10

When a child is alleged to be abused, neglected, in
need of services, in need of supervision, or delinquent
and the intake officer believes that probable cause does
not exist, the authorization of a petition will not bein the
best interest of the family or juvenile, or the matter may
be effectively dealt with by some agency other than the
court, authorization for filing a petition may be refused.

Should arequest for apetitioninafelony or Class 1
misdemeanor case berefused, the complainant may appeal
to amagistrate who might issue awarrant for the child to
appear in Juvenile Court.

The FY 2002 complaints received against juveniles
by race and sex are given in Figure 9.



FIGURE 9

JUVENILE COMPLAINTS RECE

WM NWM WF NWF TOTAL WM NWM WF NWF TOTAL
PROPERTY OFFENSES STATUS/CHINS OFFENSES
Petit Larceny 201 205 92 83 581 Truancy 72 108 53 95 328
Vandalism 263 143 33 19 458 Status Offenses/
Grand Larceny 145 157 58 65 425 CHINS Supervision 75 7 44 35 231
Breaking and Entering 139 94 7 9 249 Runaway 31 49 66 80 226
Trespassing 125 79 25 16 245 Buy Tobacco 38 25 11 3 7
Fraud 71 57 13 23 164 SUBTOTAL 216 259 174 213 862
Auto Larceny 49 65 20 11 145 % of Total CHINS
Arson 87 37 2 2 128 Offenses 25.1% 30.0% 20.2% 24.7% 100.0%

SUBTOTAL 1,080 837 250 228 2,395 CUSTODY OFFENSES
% of Total Property

Offenses 451% 350% 104% 95% 1000%  Custody 344 970 350 989 2,653
Visitation 272 721 300 697 1,990
PERSONS OFFENSES Abuse and Neglect 30 82 30 98 240
Assault 201 216 8 92 594 Foster Care 26 48 18 77 169
Aggravated Assault 52 60 6 7 125 SUBTOTAL 672 1,821 698 1,861 5,052
Sex Offense 24 37 1 0 62 Offenses 13.3% 36.0% 13.8% 36.8% 100.0%
Extortion 12 13 1 4 30
Kidnapping 4 8 1 2 15 OTHER OFFENSES
Murder 0 3 0 0 3 Parole, Probation,
and Supervision
f/g?;gg‘:‘r;ns 815 4L 97 108 931 Violations 252 263 126 167 808
Offenses 33.8% 44.2% 10.4% 11.6% 100.0% Contempt of Court P 119 6 7B 336
Psychiatric Inpatient
OFFENSES AGAINST THE PUBLIC Treatment %6 12 18 9 6
Weapons Offense 124 8 5 12 215 ;é"“;el tOAppeg. 132 (152 4;‘ 3; 2351’
: 1scellaneous Crime
Dlsorder_ly Conduq 62 71 14 29 176 Juvenile & Domestic
Obstruction of Justice 12 16 8 11 47 Court Other 111 91 a1 36 279
Abusive and Insulting
Language 1 5 ; 9 2 0S/Ufl?)TTOaITO/t\hL 604 561 297 326 1,788
0 of Tot. er
Telephone B4 52 2 Offenses 33.8% 31.4% 16.6% 18.2% 100.0%
Other 14 14 6 0 34
SUBTOTAL 231 194 45 63 533 TOTAL
9% of Total Public COMPLAINTS 3524 4288 1,678 2,830 12,320
Offenses 43.3% 36.4% 8.4% 11.8% 100.0% % of Total
Complaints 28.6% 34.8% 13.6% 23.0%  100.0

DRUG AND ALCOHOL OFFENSES
Marijuana Possession 219 99 55 17 390

Purchase Alcohol 106 42 43 8 199

Drug Distribution 28 22 5 2 57

Drunk in Public 14 18 5 2 39

Distributing at School 10 9 1 1 21

Driving While Intoxicated10 5 1 0 16

Other Drug 19 10 7 1 37

SUBTOTAL 406 205 117 31 759 WM ... White Males

% of Total Drug and ‘I;I/‘Q/M - \';'V%th\/':h;;f alMe?S
Alcohol Offenses 53.5% 27.0% 15.4% 4.1% 100.0% NWE - Non-White Famales

11



Figure 10 givesthedistribution of general complaint from the number of alleged offenders. In FY 2002, 6,733
categories by age and sex for FY 2002. Asit ispossible different juvenileshad at | east one non-traffic complaint.

for asinglejuvenileto bethe subject of several different The average number of complaints per alleged offender
complaints, the number of complaints reported differs in FY 2002 was 1.8 percent.
FIGURE 10

TYPE OF JUVENILE NON-TRAFFIC COMPLAINT

BY SEX AND AGE, FY 2002

Less Less
Than Over Than Over
OFFENSE TYPE 13 13 14 15 16 17 17 13 13 14 15 16 17 17
Offense Against
Property 83 87 198 352 358 547 289 3 1 63 100 122 100 77
Offense Against
Persons 34 54 72 130 115 166 138 12 7 23 438 50 47 18
Offense Against the
Public and Morality 14 31 59 88 81 121 80 4 6 20 29 21 21 8
Status 13 24 49 75 116 153 45 7 10 43 71 113 120 22
Drug and Liquor 0 5 27 59 115 200 173 1 1 6 14 39 40 39
Custody 2,040 105 7 70 98 79 23 2,050 112 108 95 83 84 27
Other 28 29 69 166 250 370 387 8 11 483 137 200 141 104
Subtotal 2,212 335 551 940 1,133 1,636 1,135 2,085 158 311 494 634 553 295
Subtotal by Sex Males: 7,942 (63.7%) Females: 4,530 (36.3%)
GRAND TOTAL ..ottt seeen 12,472
* The total number of complaints displayed in this table is different from Table 9 because the data was derived from JUVARE rather than JTS.

Figure 11 showsthe changing distribution of juvenile against white males and females decreased while

complaints by race and sex since FY 1997. Overall, complaints against non-white males and non-white
during this period, the percentage of complaints brought femal es have increased.
FIGURE 11

JUVENILE NON-TRAFFIC COMPLAINT®

RACE AND SEX DISTRIBUTION TREND
FY 1997-FY 2002

FY 1997 FY 1998 FY 1999 FY 2000 FY 2001* FY 2002

White Male 34.5% 33.3% 31.3% 30.9% 28.6%
White Female 16.5% 16.0% 16.5% 16.5% 13.6%
Non-White Male 32.1% 32.1% 31.6% 31.9% 34.8%
Non-White Female 16.9% 18.6% 20.6% 20.7% 23.0%
TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n 15,065 16,239 16,898 15,992 12,320
* The datafor FY 2001 is unavailable due to changes in the court’s management information system.
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Figure 12 shows the change in juvenile complaints,
both traffic and non-traffic, from FY, 1997 thru FY 2002.

FIGURE 12

JUVENILE CASES, TRAFFIC
FY 1997-FY 2002
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Figure 13 graphsthe changesin the categories of juvenile complaints since FY 1997.

FIGURE 13

TRENDS IN TYPES OF JUVENILE COMPLAINTS

FY 1997-FY 2002
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*Data by type of complaint for FY 01 is unavailable due to changes in the court's management information system.
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Figure 14 displays the changing distribution of
juvenile complaints by offensetype since FY 1997. The

FIGURE 14

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF TYPES OF JUVENILE

chart refers to all juvenile complaints excluding traffic
complaints.

COMPLAINTS® RECEIVED 1997-2002, EXCLUDING TRAFFIC CASES

FY 1997 FY 1998 FY 1999 FY 2000 FY 2001 FY 2002
N=15,065 N=16,239 N=16,898 N=15,992 N=12,320
Offenses Against
Property 23.8% 22.4% 15.8% 15.9% 19.4%
Offenses Against
Persons 6.2% 6.5% 5.6% 6.0% 7.6%
Offenses Against
Public 3.7% 3.5% 3.1% 2.3% 4.3%
Drug and Alcohol
Offenses 6.8% 6.3% 5.7% 6.8% 6.2%
Status Offenses 9.2% 8.0% 8.0% 9.2% 7.0%
Custody and Neglect 32.1% 34.6% 43.4% 42.7% 41.0%
Other 18.2% 18.8% 18.4% 17.2% 14.5%
TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
* Data by type of complaint for 2001 is unavailable due to changes in the court’s management information system.

In FY 2002 court staff received 12,320 intakes on
juvenilenon-traffic complaints. Someintakesinvolve more
than one complaint; therewasan average of 1.5 complaints
per juvenile non-traffice intake in FY 2002, almost the

same aslast year. InFY 2002, Intake set for Court 87.5%
of al juvenile non-traffic, non administrative complaints.

Figure 15 shows percentages of complaintsset for court
by Intake, by offensetype, for FY 1998 through FY 2002.

FIGURE 15

INTAKE DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE

OF JUVENILE NON-TRAFFIC OFFENSE, FY 1998-FY 2002

FY 1998 FY 1999 FY 2000 FY 2002
OFFENSE No. of Percent Set No. of Percent Set No. of Percent Set No. of Percent Set
TYPE Complaints  For Court | Complaints  For Court | Complaints  For Court | Complaints  For Court

Offense Against

Property 3,659 83.9 2,685 80.8 2,538 784 2,398 80.6
Offense Against

Persons 1,166 84.9 947 82.9 959 834 893 85.1
Offense Against

the Public 422 90.8 518 85.1 365 86.6 609 89.8
Drug and Alcohol 1,016 935 961 94.6 1,092 94.2 704 89.6
Status 1,293 69.7 1,348 67.8 1,464 74.0 774 55.0
Custody 5,627 84.0 7,365 94.6 6,836 93.1 7,312 93.7
TOTAL 13,183 83.6 13,824 88.2 13,254 86.8 12,690 84.6
*Data by type of complaint for 2001 is unavailable due to changes in the court’s management information system.
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INFORMAL HEARING OFFICER

Juvenile Intake Servicesincludesthe Hearing Officer
program which was developed in 1970 to hear minor
misdemeanant cases that may be resolved by informal
arbitration and sanctions. The Hearing Officer is used
most frequently in trespassing, minor property, petty
theft, and alcohol caseswherethe juvenile acknowledges
his’her involvement in the offense.

The Hearing Officer states the nature of the hearing
to the juvenile, the parents and/or complainants, and

discusses the situation with al involved. Depending on
the problem and the nature of the responses, the Hearing
Officer decides on the course of action. Most often,
community service or restitution isassigned, or the case
iscontinued for aperiod of timeand closed if thejuvenile
commits no further offenses. A petition may befiled for
formal processing if new offenses are committed.

Figure 16 shows that 402 informal hearings were
held in FY 2002.

FIGURE 16

FISCAL NUMBER
YEAR OF HEARINGS

1988 451

1989 554

1990 506

1991 684

1992 7t

1993 771

1994 714

1995 812
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\/
FISCAL NUMBER
YEAR OF HEARINGS
1996 693
1997 816
1998 564
1999 431
2000 478
2001 442
2002 402
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JUVENILE INTAKE
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SUMMARY OF FY 2002 HIGHLIGHTS

The overall volume of complaints decreased by 23 percent during FY 2002. The Juvenile Court
received 12,320 juvenile complaintsin FY 2002, compared to 15,992 complaintsreceived in FY
2000. It should be noted however, that during thistime period the Court began to use the Juvenile
Tracking System (JTS) case management system that was created by the Department of Juvenile
Justice to collect complaint data. Intake complaints dropped significantly due to this switch
because JT S does note capture the sameintake activity asthe Court’s previous case management
system.

Non-contested custody and neglect complai nts composed the largest (41.0 percent) of non-traffic
juvenile complaints. Property offenses continued to be the most common criminal offenseamong
juveniles (19.4 percent of non-traffic complaints), followed by offenses against persons (7.6
percent), drug and alcohol offenses (6.2 percent), and offenses against the public (4.3 percent).
Status offenses represent 7.0 percent of non-traffic juvenile complaints. “ Other” types of
complaints, such as probation and parole violations, motions, etc., represent 14.5 percent of total
juvenile non-traffic complaints.

The largest decrease in delinquency complaints was in drug and alcohol offense complaints,
which decreased 30.5 percent from 1,092 in FY 2000 to 759 in FY 2002.

Offenses against persons complaintsdid not change remarkably. There were 959 offenses against
persons complaintsin FY 2000 and 931 in FY 2002. Thetwo most common complaintsinvolved
assault and aggravated assault.

The number of property offense complaints decreased slightly. There were 2,537 complaintsin
FY 2000 and 2,395 in FY 2002, a decrease of 5.6 percent.

“Other” types of complaints, which include violations of probation or parole, capiases, and
seeing an intake counselor for information, decreased by 34.9 percent, from 2,748 in FY 2000 to
1,788 in FY 2002. Thisdrop is due mainly to the switch to the JTS reporting system.

There was a 26 percent decrease in custody complaints, from 6,827 in FY 2000 to 5,052 in
FY 2002.

Therewasa 9.0 percent decreasein the number of hearings held by the Informal Hearing Officer,
from 442 in FY 2001 to 402 in FY 2002.

The total number of delinquency and status complaints decreased by 14.6 percent between FY
2000 and FY 2002, from 6,417 in FY 2000, to 5,480 in FY 2002.

About 30.3 percent of all youth are brought to Court by the police and another 35.3 percent are
brought by someone in their immediate family.

The average age of ayouth brought to court for delinquency or status offensesis 16 years.
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RESIDENTIAL PRE-DISPOSITIONAL PLACEMENTS

In more serious cases that are not informally
diverted, the intake counselor must decide whether the
youth should be detained or placed outside of their home
prior to acourt hearing or whether they can bereleased to
parents or aguardian. If holding is necessary, the Fairfax
County Juvenile Court operates two pre-dispositional
placement facilities for juveniles — the Less Secure
Shelter and the Juvenile Detention Center.

The decision by Intake to hold youth outside of their
homesis made because the youth may present adanger to
the community or to themselves, and the judge may decide
to detain if it is determined that the youth is unlikely to
appear for the court hearing. Inall casesinwhich children
areplaced outside their homespending ahearing, ajudicia
determination to continue detention must be made by a
judge the next working day after ayouth isfirst detained
to ensure that continued detention is appropriate. As of
FY 1985, the Code of Virginiaprohibited the detention of
CHINS offenders in secure facilities except out-of-state
runaway youth. However, revisionsto the Codeon July 1,
1989 allow for the secure detention of CHINS offenders
who arein violation of a court order.

LESS SECURE SHELTER — TheLess Secure Shelter
is a pre-dispositional nonsecure, residential facility for
juveniles. Most of the youths held in this facility are
children in need of services and supervision. However,
some placements are for delinquent offenders. The Less
Secure Shelter opened on January 28, 1980, funded by
the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention (OJJDP) federal grant. In December, 1991 it
moved into a facility adjacent to the new Juvenile
Detention Center. Thisprogramwasrevised in FY 1991
to provide an intermediate 90-day treatment program for
those youth who did not require a year-long residential
program. Due to overcrowding at the facility, the inter-
mediate program was suspended in 2001. Teachersfrom
Fairfax County Public Schools provide a year-round
academic curriculum.

JUVENILE DETENTION CENTER — TheJuvenile
Detention Center (JDC) is a secure pre- and post-
dispositional, 121-bed holding facility that houses both
male and female residents. It originally opened in 1982
with a capacity for 33 residents, it was expanded to 55
bedsin October 1992, and then wasincreased in 1998 to
its current capacity of 121 beds. Thefacility is designed
both architecturally and programmatically to reduce
stressfor the residentswhile providing control and safety.
Security is maintained primarily through physical
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surveillance and personal contact between staff and
residentsin conjunction with electronic equipment. The
extensive use of internal windowsfacilitates surveillance
without obtrusiveness. Glass-lined corridors border two
openinner courtyardsthat are surrounded by small group
living areas. Each living areaincludes eleven bedrooms
that open into a common dayroom that replaces the
traditional cellblock. The building also provides
specialized single-purpose space for schooling, art
therapy and crafts, physical exercise in the form of a
gym, a dining hal, an area for intakes and visiting, a
medical office and exam room that is staffed by two full-
time nurses and a part-time attending physician, and a
reception and administrative area. Special attention is
given to screening the medical and mental health needs
of theresidentsand providing abalanced, low-sugar diet.
The addition of a licensed psychologist and a mental
health therapist in September 2002 has helped facilitate
the management of residents with mental health
concerns. In 1998, JDC established two 12-bed, post-
dispositional units where residents are sentenced for as
long as six months. Residents assigned to these unitsare
provided mental health and alcohol and drug services
through agrant acquired by thelocal Community Service
Board (CSB). Individual, group, and family counseling
are also a part of the post-dispositional program. The
Juvenile Detention Center hasreceived numerousfacility
and employee awards for outstanding performance.

SUPERVISED RELEASE SERVICES — Supervised
Release Services (SRS) encompasses the Outreach
Detention and Electronic Monitoring Programs. It
provides highly structured supervision, monitoring, and
servicestojuvenileswho are awaiting adjudication or final
disposition of charges, and might otherwise be detained
a the Juvenile Detention Center or placed at the Less
Secure Shelter. Judges may release juvenilesto SRS at a
detention hearing, or an adjudication or dispositional
hearing, on the condition that they follow the rules
established by the Court in conjunction with the SRS
program. SRS staff meets with the assigned juveniles
immediately after their releaseto SRS, or within 24 hours,
to establish SRS rules as required by State minimum
standards. Staff also orient juveniles and parents to other
expectations, such as frequency and place of visits, and
sanctionsfor ruleviolations. SRS staff visitsjuvenilesfour
times per week, which include at least once every other
day, weekdays, and weekends. Visits take place at a
juvenile's home, place of employment, or school. Staff
contact parents or guardians at |east weekly.



Figures 17, 18 and 19 show numbers and lengths of
juvenile stays in these various placements in FY 2002,
aswell as secure confinement trends since 1997. Figures
17 through 21 are based on juveniles released from
placement during FY 2002.

Thesefiguresrepo